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RomH K. H&nry and 



ins, 



DEC 1 5 2006 



Mi^CYMAYERymiTTH^GTON, 



and Dfenfe® 



Defendant. 



PARTIAL SO^MAi^T JUOOii^MT OM THE FLgADSNOS 
Dsfendanfe mspeo^ully t^quast thk Court to disroiss bo^ this Motion for Partii 
Summary Judgment and thts above-entl^ed Complsint. 



Defendants Ward Onse, yVsrti Orms ^ Company ^nd Denise Ones (Tns Onsas'^ sant 
jfer to Psasntlffe ridicating that th 
prtcHjce a 25% return te Platntjns. Plarnti^ Ronsid K. Henry Is an aKpsffenoed ^tomey and was 
swsTB ofWsft^Onsa'E ^ok r^c^rd and rsputs^on and ahose to Iny^st his money seeking 
20% mtiirn. Ward Onss never mad© any mfsr^pfesentstions nor, more signi^canOy. sny 
promise c>r obligatioii to r©pay th^ mon^ al sr>y tjm®. Ward Orsa pro4ucsd 25% returns for his 
ciients froisi st least the late 19S€'s up through and inciuding the disastrous ocourrence of 
September 1 1 , 2€€1 . ft m comrrion knowiedge that hundreds of ^oussnda, ff not milifons, of 
mvesfers tost a!l cr at least significant portion, of their portfelios in the sftermath of 8/1 1 . ■ 

■Ward Onsa and the Ptain^'fife wsre no exceptiari. Ward Onsa mad^ ever/ effort to 
minimize the toss sultersd by ^ PldntHfs resulting In a toss cf $280,000 bn 
$1 .3 rniiison-for which PiaJntiffs seek this ps?^^! summary judgment. 
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im line m 

with absoiuteiy rso rscoume to Ward Onsa. Hits was an ^; to famiSiar oocynBrtc^ as a r^sjlt of 
tte atfeck on September 1 1 , 2001 far miflbns of hvestorB. 

Plaintiffs snd their attornsys wer^ ^miliar with mo other lawsuit brought by others who 
had dl^erent agreements witt Ward Onss and wsm likewise femffiar w^th Ward Oosa's financial 
inabHity to rsfeln ansnsel to defend himssif against these spurious charges FB^tttrig m $■ dsfsuft 
judgment agafn^ Wai^ Onm. Kno^ABdgBBUe and spuTOd on by this dsfaul! judgrngnt. 
PfaimifTs pursued M^ acti<^ agairsst The- Onsas, fuHy expecting to obtsjn s delsult j^Klgment, 
Piaintiffe have Med a dalm for relief that es unccflestsble ftsr two reasons. First, PIsJntlffs had ffo 
pay back pro^slon m ihmt MW &gmmm®r\i with Ward Onsa,, Sscbndiy, sll at T"he Onss's 
assets have t-een sold to pay bsok investors who did have 3 provision 5n their b^vestment lifter 
agreemenis tliat Ward Onss wotid sell all of his persona! assets to n^ir^mse ic^es if any 
occurred. Since Plaintiffs had no sucft prevlsioH in thssr fetter agr^m^nt, PlslntifS^ sr© awed 
nothing, in any Q-^nX, Ttie Onsss have no assets, as explained sbovs, 

TnfB fawsi^t is a result of Baintiffe Bn6 tbmr atiDm&y& fnmllmnt^ wsth th0 d&fault 
judgment taken against Ward Onss by Brjce Pomper, forwhsch they have admitfe^ knowledge 
In their plesdings, to capitailse on Ward Orts^s inability fir^fioisliy to retain oourtssl to fight these 
spurious charges- 



Tiif. ID wet, I he 

Onsas feiday are ^nancialiy destitute. Thsy have lost their horns thsy hava max^d out melr 
■-credit cards am lost ^.^n, they havs no credit, their grown children OQtWge x^t^^t^ have h^sn 
intemipSsd for financial reasons and every member of Ihe family fe now working to make ends 
■ meet. Ward -Onsa ^ attempting to make s !Mng b Ph!l@a®lphia wh^re he previously worked 
white Denlse Qnsa wasfeeenjcmeci by thsirchilG'rsn in Honda, where all wera working to meet 
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intlffs hsd 



Wart! Onsa and his wife hme no legal trainlrsg but have attsmptsd in the Answer to 
respohd U^se spusioas charges. The Onsas spok3g)2S to the Court fer ffling sn Amended 
Ar»5wer without filing fo' issrvg fe^ 
promise or guarantee "ttiat their capits! or ©arrarsgs would be retymed. 

Ward Onsa did send s-eporfe before &h 1 indicating ^^t tis Plalntsifs sc^^jurst was 
f^alkinS a 2§% return as Indiosted in th© investment tetter. Alf of ^M changed bssst^© df 9/' 



Pl^nt)ffs loss ©vsn tiough h@ was not obisgated to do so by Si© investment letter. 



Ward Onss and Denise Onss totally refote Plaintiffs ^usBfiion that Ward snd Denize 
Onsa have admittsd that $2S0,OO& Qf Plaintiffs original <^pifei has not been ^©iufneo m^ no 
defense or excuse has b®sn asserted. There na©d be no defense or excuse as prevtously 



fs^EBc i 



mm 



iancs3i 



the ongina! capital as evidsncsd by 

■sary for the entfy of parti^ siJmmary 
on the face c# Defendants pleadings. > 



aslami^esof9/11. Baln^ff^ hsd no promise to 

language of the investmer^t letter. The %sts 
judgm^t are not plainly and une<^U!VOcally 
the oorrtmry, they 3f$ totally refuted, 

WartI &n6 Denjss Onss hav@ no Idea what js aliuded to by FlaiotJifs g^ertlon thst there 
is suthoi% under Rule l2Cc) to look thmug^ the assumed truthfulness of Defendants case, but 
such Is not necessary here because alf !h« facts r^c^ssary for the entry of judgment accordfng 
to Plasntl?^ are plainSy sna unequHrocaSly adrrriUftd. Ward and Dsnsse Orsss have at aSI limes 
dealt truthfuJiy and sandsdSj^ wfUi PlaintHI^. Neither Of ti^tn havs ever mfe.^rssent^d Wsr^ 
Onsa's reputa^on, trsck record or capabili^es and hsve st aff times made trulUM reports tc th© 
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Plaintfffe indudr.g dissussfens relating to minfmi^dng ths bss of PSslntfr© ami proposals to 
continue on wfti the inv^st^rents at lesser levels, to which Plaintiffs war® tstaSly opposed and 



Plaintiffs attorneys asserion that Th§ Onsa's did not perscn§% gyarsnms rttum m ^be 
funds is irrsie%'snt, is contrary to logic and Iha fact^ In this ess®. Plaintiffs ccsyns^ atieged that 
the current motfen does not seek te enforc© a persona! guaranty©, but rather seeks to enforce 
the undisputed terms of the contract citsd In th® ComolsirTt (ag., si Paragraphs 23, 26 airi<j 27), 
cited In and stlached to ih© Amended Answer. The Onsas sent s tetter sgresment Irsi^isatsfig 
that the Plahtsf s would r^ceh/e 25% an thsir investment Br\6 nothing mor©. There sre no 
undisputed ftsrms to which fnainttffs Bmrmy Ml^m that incfeiie any obligation tc pay trta 
investment back. This was an investment by Piaintlffs i^tti The Onsas to rsc^iv© s 20% return 
?in4 nothing mors. There w©?e no guarantee and itiorefom, both lbs Onss's and Plairstl^ 
w©re subject to financial downtun^ snd losses incurred yyhich couid not be forsse^n sspeciaily 
as a result of 9/11 . Plalntfffs d^mand^ their money and The Ons^s did everything withm their 
ixjwer to miriimiie Bainti^ bssss wt^lch, again, they v/ere not obSlgated ts do t^ th© 
Jnvestmant ffitter and this is undisputed- The oia^m that nc guarantee is irreSe^^nt In the 
m^sttnent ietter as aif^ed by Plaintiffs 0mm^ Is merely Isga! posturing and flies in the face o' 
the Isngusgs Ir^ the Invesfetient letter and t^e tntemctbns between Tha Dnsas and the Plaintiffs. 

The Or©a$ never sltegsd that the events subsequsnl to 9/11 caused a modificatiori of 
the contrast such that Flsfi^ti^ wera only entitled to reseivs a return of the original |1 .3 mHlion. 
Tnere wss never any such contract to return the original amount of $1 >S mWYmn as alleged by 
PMr>mh. There Is no shorttail of sfthar $S10,000 or $2SO,(X50 as aliegstl by ?iaimiffs since ^ 
money, pure anrf simple, wa^ |gst. 

!n sumrnary, ths Oefeadante Wares m\ti Denis© Qnsa respectfully request tt^is Court tc 
deny ^is Molion for PartisI Summaiy Judgment End dismi^ this lawsuit sinos Plaintiff hsvs 
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not ^t^t^i^ a dssm on wfiic^s they can recover. They Imfested $1.3 mfilion and ^^y Icsst eitlier 
$310,000 or $260,000 because of the fifianciai afternnath of 9/11. 

Ai! of Pia'^n^^ and Pks^ntJffb couE^sef allegattorrs reisting to sscurities viaiatJons, 
misfsprss^ntsticns snd warrarttfes ar^ not su|>^rted byth^ facts am^ ®?e totsily sirslevant to 
this iawsult. War^ ^nd DsrJse Oftsa sre, fer all Intend and pirpossss. ^nandaily ciest^ute 
because of tsis busSrssss downturn. Th!S \BWBiM constitutes nothing but l^gal tiarassment 'm an 
attempt for Plaints I0 w!n s ludgment to which they are net ©ntiSsd to under the law or fects of 
this case msuitbg Iforj-i the tmnssclsons bsty/@©n Ward ^nd Demise Or^a arKi the Plsintlffs. , 




WasxIOnss 



Dated: /^' 1^ 2006 Bv:^^^:^^^^ r ^a.^^ ^ 

DeniseOnsa 



